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History or Freemasonry in tue Unitep Srartes, 
rrom 1797 ro 1830. 


‘Tus agency of masonic societies and jacobin clubs in 
the events of the French revolution, 1793, gave an impulse 
to the spread of the fraternity in all the earth. The first 
evidence of it was given in this country in the formation 
of distinct orders of brotherhood above the lodges, The 
higher orders are represented to be o1 the age of Zerubba- 
bel and of the crusades. Our citizens take them without 
suspicion, and little think their earliest records in this coun- 
try reach no further back than 1797. Previous to ti:at we 
hear in Virginia of “ Cabin Point Royal Arch Lodge,” one 
of the constituents of the Grand Lodge; and also of * In- 
dependent Royal Arch Lodge,” in New York city, a con- 
stituent member of the Grand Lodge of New York; but 
then no masonic authority existed in the United States 
higher than a Master’s warrant, and a Grand Lodge of 
Master masons. 

In the year 1797, the first chapter of Royal Arch masons 
was organized in America. Prior to this, a competent 
number of Royal Arch Companions, possessed of sufficient 
masonic abilities, proceeded, under the sanction of a Mas- 
ter’s warrant, to practice the ceremonies of Royal Arch 
masonry whenever they pleased.* 

The name of a masonic knight does not appear in the 
American annals of the secret order until 12th May, 1797, 
when a body of Knights Templars convened at Philadel- 
phia, and determined to open a grand encampment.t In 


* Webb's Monitor, Salem Ed. 1808. p. 182. Freemason’s Library. 24 
Ed. p. 260. 
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that same year Webb* says a convention of Royal Arch 
masons assembled at Philadelphia, and after mature de- 
liberation, determined to form and open a Grand Royal 
Arch Chapter. The Chapter and Encampment formed, 
were probably the same,—constituted by the same men, 
at the same time, and in the same place. At that day it 
was common in Great Britain to practice the ceremonies 
of these two orders under the common warrant and name 
of a master’s lodge, shutting out those of the degrees be- 
low, when they opened upon the degrees above, accord- 
ing to the customs of the Blue lodge. 

A convention of committees of Royal Arch masons in 
the Northern states, assembled at Boston, 24th Oct. 1797, 
to deliberate upon the propriety of forming a Grand Royal 
Arch Chapter for their government in the six Northern 
states. Thomas Smith Webb was chairman, and William 
Woart scribe. They addressed a circular to the Chapters 
of the six states. ‘Their use of the word “ immemorial” in 
that circular, shows how much they were influenced by 
the love of admiration ; and their opinion that no Grand 
Lodge cus exercise jurisdiction over a Royal Arch Chap- 
ter, proves their resolution to set up a distinct and inde- 
pendent government for themselves. To this end, they 
recommended a convention of Royal Arch masons, at 
Ilartford, Con. on the fourth Wednesday of Jan. 1798, to 
form and open a Grand Chapter of Royal Arch masons, 
and to*establish a constitution for their government in the 
Northern states: which was done. ’ 

The Grand Chapter of the Northern states met by ad- 
journment, at Providence, R. L., Jan. 9, 1799, and revised 
their constitution, requiring the body to meet once in 
seven years, for the choice of officers, and other business, 
The infrequency of their meetings is a confession that 
they had little to do. 

The first septennial meeting was held at Middletown, 
Con. 9th Jan. 1806, when the dispute between the Grand 
Chapters of New York and Vermont, relating to the inde- 
pendence of the latter, was settled by the admission of the 
Grand Chapter of Vermont into partnership with the Su- 
preme Grand Chapter. Warrants for chapters, granted in 


* P. 183 of his Monitor. Freemason’s Library, p. 261. 

4 Webb, p. 186. Freemason’s Library, p. 263. Ina pamphlet, enti- 
tled * Regulations of the Deputy Grand Royal Arch Chapter of the State 
of New York,” printed at Albany, “ by J. Fry, 5798,” the titles are Chap- 
ter for the primary body; Deputy Grand Chapter for the state, and Gene- 


ral Chapter for the Northern states. Deputy Grand officers governed the 
Depnty Grand Chapters 
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the recess to residents of the Southern states by the officers 
of the Grand Chapter, were confirmed by the body; and 
having chosen their “ Most Excellent” grand officers, they 
appointed their next meeting to be held in New York city, 
second Thursday of September, 1812. 

The Grand Royal Arch Chapter of the Northern states 
then resolved itself into a committee of the whole, upon 
their constitution, when sundry alterations and amendments 
were made. ‘The entire document is published-in Webb’s 
Monitor, occupying more space than the political consti- 
tution of some of the states. 

It consists of four articles and fifty sections. 

Article I, embraces the name and offices peculiar to the 
“ General Grand Chapter of the United States,” which is 
the title it now for the first time assumes. 

Art. II, relates to the State Grand Chapters, and their 
duty. 

Art. II], points out the appropriate duties of the Chap- 
ters and Mark lodges, which are dependent upon the 
Grand Chapters. 

Art. 1V, gives the law and ceremony for the regular in- 
stitution of new chapters. 

The next meeting of the General Grand Royal Arch 
Chapter went past the time appointed almost four years, 
and took place in New York, June, 1816, instead of Sept. 
1812. ‘The records give no explanation of this fact; we 
seek it in the history of times, and find the war com- 
menced in the summer previous to the first appointment, 
and peace was concluded eighteen months before the ac- 
tual meeting of the grand body. They, however, labored 
to redeem lost time. June 6th, 1816, they revised their 
constitution ; put an eminent statesman at their head, and 
adjourned,” 

The constitution of the General Grand Encampment of 
the United States was first formed on the 21st day of the 
same June, 1816, in the city of New York. We must 
think that the more perfect masons who tarried in New 
York after the General Grand Chapter was constituted and 
reformed, employed themselves in getting up this new 
federal government of the mystic order. The Encamp- 
ments of Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and New 
York, had convened by their delegates at Philadelphia, 
February, 1814, and instituted a grand encampment for 
themselves, and for encampments in other states, which 
might consent to their dominion. ‘They called their body 


* Freemason’s Library, Ed. 1826, 
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a Grand Encampment. Their constitution consists of two 
articles, containing sixteen sections. It is followed by 
twenty-eight by-laws, and nine rules and orders, 

A Grand Encampment for Massachusetts and Rhode 
[sland had also been organized in May, 1805; but this at 
New York shot over the others in title, and aim, and vain- 
glory. General Grand is its adjective of distinction, and 
the political borders of our country are the limit of its 
knightly jurisdiction, Its constitution consists of three 
articles. Section first sets off thus : 


‘* There shall be a General Grand Encampment of the Knights 
Templars and appendant orders for the United States of Ame- 
rica, which shall consist of a General Grand Master, Deputy 
General Grand Master, General Grand Generalissimo, General 
Grand Captain General, General Grand Prelate, General Grand 
Senior Warden, General Grand Junior Warden. General Grand 
Treasurer, General Grand Recorder, General Grand Warder, 
Gencral Grand Standard Bearer, General Grand Sword Bearer, 
all past General Grand Masters, Deputy General Grand Masters, 
General Grand Generalissimos, and General Grand Captain 
Generals of this General Grand Encampment, the Grand Mas- 
ters, Deputy Grand Masters, Grand Generalissimos, and Grand 
Captain Generals of all such State Grand Encampments as may 
be instituted or holden by virtue of this constitution ; and the said 
enumerated oificers, or their proxies, shall be the only members 
and voters in the said General Grand Encampment.” 


This magnanimous order elected its first officers of re- 
cord, 16th Sept. 1819, when the General Grand High 
Priest of the United States became also the Generai Grand 
Master of masonic knighthood in this republic. 

Nothing further occurs in the history of the higher orders 
of masonry in this country, to interest the reader, until 
their concern in the measures connected with the sup- 
pression of Morgan’s book. The issue of many vile books, 
filled with the vain pretensions of masonry, prepared by 
Grand Lecturers, Grand Chaplains, and brother orators, 
and officially sanctioned by the regularly constituted au- 
thorities of the mystery, make one exception to this re- 
mark. Among these we note The Freemasons’ Monitor, 
by Grand Master T. S. Webb, with the sanction of the 
Grand Chapter of Rhode Island ; The Masonic Chart ; or 
Hieroglyphic Monitor, by General Grand Lecturer Jere- 
miah 1., Cross, with the official approbation of the Gene- 
ral Grand Officers of Masonry, and Speculative Masonry, 
by u..nd Chaplain Salem Town, with the unanimous 
approbation of the Grand Chapter of New York. These 
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have been text books for masonic orators, young men, who 
emerging from the schools, have been hooked into the 
lodges, and furnished with an opportunity to make a flat- 
tering entrance upon public life by a respectful request 
from their new brethren, to deliver an oration on St. John’s 
day. The habit of taking things upon trust, is formed in 
the earliest infancy. It is not quite broken at the age of 
fourscure. Young men are excuseable for receiving as 
authority, books solemnly approbated by the learned and 
the wise; and yet by so doing many have lightly fallen into 
the gross errors of masonic authors; and a few seriously 
maintain them in riper years. 

The number of State Grand Chapters under the juris- 
diction of the Federal General Grand Chapters, was in 
1826, twenty-three ; one for each state in the union, ex- 
cept Delaware, Illinios, and Louisiana, and for the District 
of Columbia and Michigan Territory one each, The 
number of subordinate chapters is unknown ; but they ex- 
ceed one hundred in the state of New York,* and are less 
than two hundred and fifty in the Union. 

The encampments and councils of various names are 
spread over the nation, Their numbers are qnite uncer- 
tain. The councils came into vogue as late as 1812. 
Their rank is not settled. Some are high as the topmost 
degrees, others are down to the twelfth in masonry. 

The severance of the sublimer degrees from the juris- 
diction of the Blue lodges, happened at the era of the 
publication of the Memoirs of Jacobinism, by Barruel, a 
Frenchman, and Proofs o a Conspiracy, by Professor 
Robison, a Scotchman, each of them Freemasons, distin- 
guished for virtue, learning, and patrictism, and zealous to 
save their fellow-men from ihe dangers of the lodges. No 
doubt the brethren were acquainted with the spirit of the 
works, and the character of their authors earlier than the 
unitiated part of the community; and one of their measures 
of defence was to elevate the mystery in the eyes of its own 
children, by erecting it into loftier heights of vanity and 
deceit. 

There were men eminent in civil, literary, and religious 
circles, who set themselves against Freemasonry in this 
country, by speaking, preaching, and publishing their views 
of it early in the present century, The systematic, calcu- 
lating, astonishing calumnies of the order, were in return 
poured upon them in an overwhelming torrent. The same 
things which we witness, they felt; but the great public 


* Freemasons Library, p. 344. 
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was not then aroused to sustain them, and their opposition 
to Freemasonry gave way. 

It was not only by elevating the higher degrees, that the 
order defended itself trom assaults ; great pains were also 
taken to plant new lodges. Masonic processions, orations, 
and instailations, were multiplied and made glorious, 
Charity was lauded, bigotry stabbed, and Buarruel, Robi- 
son, and the enemies of Freemasonry were publicly brand- 
ed with reproach by name. Few could then be heard in 
their defence amidst the noise of masons, and the influence 
of the grip and mystic word. Now we find it hard for men 
of sterling worth to maintain themselves in the communi- 
ties where they were born and bred, — It is not strange that 
foreigners were drowned in the floods of masome calumny. 

Our iimits do not permit us to expatiate. We have only 
room to say that the schools of vanity in this enlightened 
age and country increased both in common lodges, and in 
grand lodges. Kentucky constituted its Grand Lodge, 
16th Oct. 1800; Ohio, its Grand Lodge, January 7th, 
SUS, and other states theirs in their season, until every 
one is supplied. Among the men who have been instru- 
mental in the extension of Freemasonry, none are more 
worthy of notice than the first Deputy General Grand 
High Priest of the order in this country, Thomas Smith 
Webb, author of the Freemasons’ Monitor. ‘i'wenty years 
of his lite were liberally devoted to the promulgation of a 
uniform system of lodge ceremonies, and to the perfection 
of the higher degrees. With the name of a statesman 
whose shame it is that he long stood at the head of the 
mystic fraternity in the United States, and with the labors 
of his Grand Deputy, the masonic order grew in num- 
bers, in reputation, and in self-confidence. Ambitious 
men sought its mysteries for a stepping-stone to power. 
Politicians entered the lodges to learn the art of govern- 
ing, and to gain the support of the fraternity. Even cler- 
gymen found in the promises of Freemasonry inducements 
to take on them its yoke and apron ; and the inn-keepers 
also became brother masons. 

in this state of things the controversy for the first honors 
of the mystery was carried on with spirit between men of 
high character and renown: surely not because the empty 
name ol a masonic king, or generalissimo, had charms for 
the ear of Clinton, Tompkins, Jackson, and Livingston ; 
but rather because the sceptre of the Arch in skilful hands, 
does, in some degree, sway the political destinies of the 
administration and opposition parties of the republic. 
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Great politicians are not altogether so simple as they seem 
in an apron. It is true, they understand the folly of Free- 
masonry ; but if the world will be governed by folly, they 
condescend to participate in it, sooner than to lose the reins 
of government and power. Freemasonry itself is not wholly 
contemptible, since it is able to make a governor of 
New York, and greatly to influence the election of a Presi- 
dent of the Nation. Certai: ly and avowedly it has made a 
chief magistrate of the first state in the union, this Novem- 
ber. It did greatly affect the last election of President, 
by probably converting the vote of Ohio from Adams to 
Jackson. In October the Adams governor, Trimble, a 
most worthy man, reputed to be a mason, was elected 
against the Jackson candidate by some thousands majori- 
ty ; in November of the same year Jackson electors were 
returned in Ohio by a majority of some thousands, No 
sufficient explanation of the change of public opinion to 
this extent in one month is found, until we know that 
Jackson is a Most Worshipful Past Grand Master of the 
state of Tennessee,—that Mr. Adams’ letter, saying, ‘ I am 
not, never was, and never will be a mason,’ was indus- 
triously published by the Jackson masons to his prejudice 
with the fraternity,—and that Major James Ganson, well 
known for his confident assertion in the carly stage of pub- 
lic inquiry, “* Morgan is put where he will stay put, until 
G— Atmicuty calls for him!”’—this Ganson spent the 
month of October, visiting the masons and lodges of Ohio, 
electioneering for the successful candidate. 

We should be glad to present our readers with the dis- 
crepancies existing in the system of degrees of masonry 
adopted in the various states, and with the healing of the 
breach between the contending grand lodges of South Ca- 
rolina, consummated 24th and 27th Sept. 1808, ruptured 
again the next year, and a second time closed 11th Jan. 
1817. In the second article of the last union, “ It is de- 
clared and pronounced that pure Ancient masonry consists 
of three degrees, and no more ; viz: those of the Entered 
Apprentice, the Fellow Craft, and the Master mason, in- 
cluding the supreme order of the Holy Royal Arch.”* 
With this agrees an article of the union between the con- 
tending Grand Lodges of England, ratified with all possi- 
ble formality, at London, Ist and 27th December, 1813. 

The halls of the order deserve notice. In Philadelphia 
the first splendid building in America was dedicated to the 
service of Freemasonry, 27th December, 1802; since 


* Dalcho’s Ahiman Rezon, 2d Ed. p. 215. 
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burnt, and rebuilt. The second was in New York city, 
dedicated A. D. 1827. Another is now erecting in Bos- 
ton ; the corner stone laid 14th October last, a glorivus 
monument to folly and her hectic daughter, fast declining 
to the tomb. 

In the year 1822 the Georgia project of a general Grand 
Lodge of the United States was revived. The pretext 
was, to establish a high tribunal of Ancient Masonry for 
the nation, to introduce a greater degree of uniformity in 
the work, (that is in the ceremonial part of lodge exercises,) 
to extend the benefits of the order more widely, and to 
make the institution more honorable in the earth, The 
scheme was agitated at Washington city during the ses- 
sion of Congress; the masonic members of Congress were 
invited to attend a meeting for furthering the project ; 
from that meeting a private circular went forth to every 
Grand Lodge in the republic, setting out the reasons in 
favor of the proposed Federal Grand Lodge. The circu- 
lar is said to have been signed with twelve names of public 
men ; among which was the name of an eminent states- 
man and honest politician from the West. 

That circular brought the matter directly before the 
several Grand Lodges of the nation. They took it up in 
earnest ; and in the most inftuential states they rejected its 
proposal. In the debates it was urged against the scheme 
‘that it was unnecessary,—that the uniformity in the 
“work” of the first three degrees was already quite per- 
fect,—that the supreme tribunal would throw all the Grand 
Lodges into the shade, and that it would become a fearful 
engine of political power.’ It was affirmed in sections of 
the country where that eminent statesman whose name is 
attached to the circular, was less known, that the very plan 
of a Federal Grand Lodge was stirred at this time with a 
view to his political advancement ; and it was certainly 
believed by his masonic friends that he ought to be the 
Head of the new body, although he is believed to have 
been not ambitious of that honor. 

The plan of a Federal Grand Lodge was again revived 
in 1829 by the Grand Lodge of Tennessee. It would be 
very convenient to the fraternity now to have a supreme 
head of the lodges. The confusion introduced into the 
“ work,” by many unauthorized modes of excluding ma- 
sons from the rights of the order, lest one not a mason 
should by the aid of Morgan obtain a portion, is extensive 
and alarming. But the nation will not behold the esta- 
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blishment of such an authority with indifference; it is too 
late to organize it now. . 

Among the miscellaneous events which we cannot pass 
by, the rupture in the Grand Lodge of New York which 
resulted in the establishment of two distinct and hostile 
Grand Lodges A. D. 1818 holds a conspicuous place. 
The quarrel arose between the city and country lod 
about removing the Grand Lodge from this city to Alba- 
ny. The lodges of this city claimed its sessions here as a 
constitutional right, one of ‘the old land marks,” im- 
moveable by any man or body of men,—one of “ the ancient 
and immemorial customs,” unchangeable as the laws of 
the Medes and Persians, On the other hand the country 
lodges maintained that the Grand Lodge was, by imme-. 
morial custom, allowed to direct the time when, and place 
where, it should convene, without asking the leave of any 
one member, or number of constituent parts less than the 
majority ; that they would not consent always to come 
down to the city for the convenience of the brethren in 
this extreme part of the state; and they determined to 
remove to Albany. The city lodges finding the majority 
against them, at a late hour of the night seized the books, 
papers, furniture, and funds of the Most Worshipful Grand 
Lodge of New York, then sitting in Tammany Hall; 
scandalously bore them off to St. John’s Hall, and pub- 
licly set up for themselves. 

This conduct was quite too rough for city manners ; 
even masonic charity could not suffer it long. The coun- 
try members went home cheated and vexed, and harmony 
was not restored, until the death of Morgan made the 
two Grand Lodges forget their mutual animosity in their 
efforts to save the life of Freemasonry. In 1826, Martin 
Hoffman presided in New York city, and Stephen Van 
Rensselaer over the Grand Lodge at Albany. But in 
1827 Van Rensselaer came out Grand Master and Hoff- 
man his lieutenant. ‘The Morgan affair, scarcely known 
to the public, was even then terrible to the masons: and 
their intestine divisions were quickly healed by its touch, 
as civil commotions usually are by the assault of a foreign 
enemy. 

In the spring of 1826 the purpose of Morgan began to 
be known. ‘The fraternity no sooner ascertained its full 
extent, than they took measures to thwart it. No one 
man was particularly consulted or obeyed, but the wisest 
and most enterprising men of the order counselled and 
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acted together for ie safety of the masonic state. First, 
Morgan was atresicd for debt and put on the jail limits. 
Then he was kindly furnished with a wealthy partner from 
Canada, to assist him and his publisher in a the por- 
tentous book, hoping to steal it from him. Then his house 
was rifled, and his private papers seized to satisfy an exe- 
cution levied contrary to law. But all their plans failing, 
they began to publish him as a knave, and common swin- 
dler, and even as a masonic impostor, in the papers of 
Ontario and Erie counties. The plot thickened, the actors 
grew warm, each side prepared for violence. Miller had 
stored his printing office with various weapons. Colonel 
Sawyer came with a delegated band violently to seize by 
night upon the obnoxious disclosures. ‘The enterprise 
was abandoned on the steps of the printing office, 8th 
September, 1826, on account of well-founded apprehen- 
sions of personal danger to the assailants. ‘The second 
night after, a deliberate and desperate attempt was made 
to burn the printing office. ‘The llth September, William 
Morgan was taken on a criminal process, sworn out for 
the occasion, and borne away never to return. The day 
following a strange band, armed with stout clubs, came 
and seized Miller with a civil process, and bore him away 
with threats and violence, but he was rescued from their 
hands. 

It was fora long time hardly ‘awful to ask masons what 
they had done with Morgan. At home they defied in- 
quiry ; abroad they mocked at it. Seemingly with one 
consent the zealous brethren filled the land with contempt 
for the man, and indifference to his fate. They denied 
that he had been carried away, except it was by his own 
partners in the speculation of the book. They affirmed 
that he had run away, and at the same time Chesebro, 
Lawson, and Sawyer plead guilty of his abduction in 
court. ‘They poured abuse on the Lewiston Committee, 
they threatened them at home, they cursed their reputation 
abroad, for attempting to find the dead body of a living 
man ; and for aiming to hang all the masons in the coun- 
iry on account of a perjured and sel{-concealed vagabond, 
‘he first notice which the Albany masonic paper takes of 
the matter is in November, 1826, headed “ Batavia Row.” 
‘The complexion given to it accords with the caption of 
the article. It is followed week by week in the- same 
strain. One of the first charges uttered against it in that 
paper, is, that the whole excitement was owing to a wicked 
attempt of some knavish politicians to make the affair 
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operate upon the election of that November, against Mr. 
Clinton ! 

While individuals volunteered these falsehoods in de- 
fence of the mystery, the Grand Lodge weat on to manu- 
facture the check degree, in order to keep the “ impos- 
tor’s” masons out of the lodges. This was followed with 
donations to the .relief of “the western sufferers,” the 
rogues who were pining under the legal grasp of “ merci- 
less Antimasonry.””’ Numerous and most able standing 
counsel were employed to defend them from the perse- 
cuting spirit of the public laws, and when nothing could 
save them from the charge of the jailor under sentence of 
the court, singular provision was liberally made for them 
in prison, and for their bereaved fainilies. 

r. Backus, of Rochester, was one of the Lewiston 
committee. For that he was publicly doomed to be de- 
graded from the office of village treasurer in the spring of 
1827 ; and it was effected, as the masons have recently 
made a governor of New York, by throwing their entire 
weight into the opposite political scale. In the autumn 
several members of assembly were elected Antimasons, 
and the battle began, which will not end but with the po- 
litical and moral prostration of Freemasonry. 

Other events in the history of the order, are omitted 
here, to avoid repetitions. Much that is interesting in the 
lodges remains shrouded in the obligations of the mystery. 
But enough is before the public to show the recent origin 
and the fruitless existence of Freemasonry ; to show the 
dangerous tendency of the order to increase its own mys- 
tery, to multiply its obligations, to corrupt young men, to 
break the laws, to despise the courts of justice, and to in- 
terfere in the elections. 






Lecat Antimasonry ; or, Masons disqualified to sit on a 
jury, in a case where one of the parties is a mason, 


Antimasonry fearlessly assails the foe wherever con- 
cealed, in politics, in the courts, and in the church. When 
the Judges of New York, politically allied to Freemason- 
ry, have repeatedly rejected adhering masons from a jury 
of their country, solely on the ground of their bias toward 
a brother mason on trial, we have considered it the im- 
partial decision of our highest courts. It has only hap- 
pened however in the “ infected district,” and the deceit- 
ful tongue of Freemasonry has been diligently employed 
to represent those decisions as the offspring of jaundiced 





364 LEGAL ANTIMASONRY. [ Vor. Il. 


minds, and of mfatuated witnesses, even when made by 
the accomplished judge whom common fame calls one of 
the political Regency that controls this state. 

A new case has arisen, out of the infected district, out 
of the state of New York, in a state where political Anti- 
masonry has not raised its standard, in a county where no 
excitement upon this subject has hitherto taken hold on 
the feelings of the people, in a civil suit, an action of debt 
on account, in the Court of Common Pleas, Newport 
county, R. I. November, 1830. Richard Shaw, assignee 
of Benjamin Chase, vs. John C. Borden. Turner and 
Pearce for the plaintiff; Cranston and Hazard for the 
defendant. Buteman Munro, a juror, was challenged by 
George Turner, counsel for the plaintiff, on the ground 
that the juror and Borden, the defendant, were both ma- 
sons, members of the same company ; and further that 
their mutual oaths to each other are of such a nature as to 
disqualify one from impartially deciding a cause, in which 
the other strives with a man who is not a mason, 

Dr. Benj. W. Case was called as a witness by the plain- 
tiff. He produced “ Light on Masonry,” and read the 
oaths of the first three degrees, and of the Royal Arch de- 
gree, and for his country swore that they were correctly 
given. Mr. Munro declaring that he was only a Master 
mason, the examination was afterward confined to the 
first three degrees.—It was urged that these obligations to 
assist and tavor each other are enforced with the most 
direful penalties, and accompanied with means of secret 
communication between the parties, not liable to detection 
by the unitiated, and which might be as well held in court 
by a juror and a party in a cause on trial, as elsewhere ; 
consequently, that this mysterious relation strikes at the 
foundation of the rights and liberties of the citizens, and 
may be used to prostitute the forms of law to the most ini- 
quitous purposes. 

Mr. Cranston, for the defendant, made a speech re- 
viling the challenge with many opprobious epithets, and 
declaring himself to be a mason of twenty degrees, and 
that the oaths to his knowledge enjoined nothing what- 
ever upon any man inconsistent with his duty as a juror, 
and a witness. He then offered himself as a witness, and 
being sworn by the chief justice, and examined by Mr. 
Hazard, he stated that the oaths read by Dr. Case, were 
not the same as he had taken, administered, or known to be 
administered to masons, and that such as he had taken, 
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and known to be taken, contained nothing to disqualify a 
mason for a witness or a juror. 

The court said the witness must confine himself to facts, 
or state particularly the facts on which he formed his 
opinions. 

Being cross-examined by Mr. Pearce, he said the ma- 
sonic oaths differed from those verified by Mr. Case. in 
many particulars; but he did not suppose it necessary to 
state them, and did not know that he was at liberty to do 
so, but as he understood them, they did not contain any 
thing to hinder a mason’s being a juror.— The Court said 
Mr, Pearce’s question, What ts the difference between the 
masonic oaths, and these verified by Dr. Case? ts a proper 
one, and that the answer did not meet it. 

Mr. Pearce then took Light on Masonry, and read to 
the witness the obligations as recorded, and senteuce by 
sentence asked the witness if he admitted it /—to all of 
which the witness assented with a saving of some merely 
verbal alterations, until he came to where the sign is to be 
obeyed, when given, handed, sent, or thrown, &c. To 
some of this Mr. Cranston objected, and said he had never 
known the obligation so administered. On being asked 
the length of a cable tow, he said it is indefinite, it may be 
five feet or five hundred miles, according to circum- 
stances; as far as a masonic sign can be communicated. 

Thus the obligations of the first three degrees were can- 
vassed and proved to be substantially correct, as recorded 
in Light on Masonry. 

By this time a great number of masons thronged the 
court, of whom Nicholas G. Boss, Esq. a distinguished 
brother, was called by defendant as a witness. and sworn, 
The oaths of the first three degrees in Light on Masonry 
were read to him, and he was asked if these were truly the 
obligations of these degrees. He said—they are not. 
“ What part of them do you deny ?”—*1 deny them 
wholly !” 

Cross examined. ‘“ Were you present when Mr. Cran- 
ston was examined ?”— I was not.” “ Wh..t part of 
these oaths do you deny to be correct ?”—* The whole of 
them except that some words are the same.” “ Which 
words ?”—* Such as of, and, and the.” “ Will you state 
in terms what are the oaths of masons ?”—* [ do not feel 
at liberty to do so ; that belongs to masonry.” “ If | read 
you sentence by sentence, will youshow me how the oaths 
differ, as Mr. Cranston has done ?”—* If you expect that, 
I consider my being called here as a witness an insult, and 
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may as well decline answering further at once.” The 
Court said the question was proper, and might be legally 
pressed ; but the counsel waived it; the testimony was 
finished ; the argument began. 

Mr. Hazard, for the masonic juror, stigmatized this as 
the wickedest motion he hdd ever heard made in this court, 
That any decision of the court ought to be made with 
great caution, for it would fly like wildfire over the United 
States. ‘That it was calculated. and perhaps intended to 
influence the election. (In New York!) That the law, 
if it applied to the case at all, applied only to members of 
the same lodge, but the juror and party were members of 
different lodges. That Dr. Case was not an impartial wit- 
ness ; he had had great difficulty with his brother masons 
for years; and if he (Hazard) had been in Dr, Case’s situ- 
ation, he would have had his right hand cut off, sooner 
than give such testimony. That masonic obligations ought 
to be taken by the court for what each mason understood 
them to be*. That Munro, the juror, bad not had an op- 
portunity to say what he understood them to be. ‘That 
the penalties of the masonic oaths are illegal, and there- 
fore not binding; if masons understand them so, they 
cannot be disqualified by their masonic oaths, 

Mr. Pearce replied, that the challenge had been insisted 
on by his client. ‘That it involved an important principle. 
That the rule ought to be settled. ‘That no other personal 
objection was made by himself or his client to the juror. 
That the challenge was not for effect ; it rested on legal 
grounds ; it was supported, as he conceived, by legal evi- 
dence, and if the Court agreed with him, the juror must 
come off. That he had not expected this challenge was 
to operate on the masonic fraternity, as he perceived it had 
done ; that from the manner in which they swarmed into 
court, it seemed as if a brimstone match had been applied 
to their hive, to put them all in motion. This would not 
influence him in the discharge of his duty, and he was 
sure it would not the Court. The challenge was put on 
two grounds, both of which are proved: the juror is a 
mason, aud has taken obligations that unfit him for a ju- 
ror in this case. The testimony on our side is direct, ex- 
plicit, and positive, supported substantially by Mr. Cran- 
ston, one of their own witnesses; and their witnesses 
having been gp ea examined apart, disagree so as 
wholly to destroy the effect of their testimony against the 


* Judge Marcy, trial of Ezekiel Jewitt, Niagara Special Circuit, N. Y. 
June, 1830. 
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challenge. The obligations, (1 care not whether they are 
called oaths.) we have proved ; and they have the tendency 
to bias and warp the juror’s mind from an impartial de- 
cision, where a mason is concerned on one side, and a 
freeman on the other. That masons consider them bind- 
ing, is proved by the course the masonic witnesses have 
pursued, when under examination ; and if proof of the 
masonic juror’s incapacity were still wanting, it is to be 
found in the masonic witnesses refusing to state in precise 
terms, what their obligations are. We know that they 
have secret means of communicating with each other, and 
when such communication is made, tie person who re- 
ceives it, is under the most deadly penalty if he fails to 
answer and comply with it. Men so situated cannot be 
safe jurors, in a country where the oath taken io court is 
intended to be paramount to all private considerations. 

The Court took the subject into consideration, and ad- 
journed to the afternoon. When they met, they gave it as 
their opinion that “ the juror must come off.” 

Mr. Pearce, who was then in court, rose, and said, “ I 
thank God that I yet live in a land governed by law.” 

On the trial that ensued, one of the judges in reply to a 
remark of the mason’s counsel, said, the Court did not re- 
ject the juror merely because he is a mason, but because 
of the obligations which it was proved that he had taken. 

Henry Y. Cranston, Esq. in a public letter, challenges 
the correctness of this report; George Turner, Esq. in 
reply, avows himself the author of it, affirms it to be true, 
and supports himself with the several written and public 
declarations of Wm. Ennis, Esq. Richard Shaw, and Jo- 
seph Childs, Esq. Chief Justice of the Court. The Chief 
Justice says, that the report * presents a nearly correct 
outline of the case, and that no material part of the ar- 

ument is omitted.”” The testimony of the witnesses, the 
judge adds, “ is nearly word for word.” 

The effect of this decision is manifest in the newspapers 
of Rhode Island. The names of the judges were first held 
up to scorn in the masonic papers ; then they were pub- 
lished with praise in the independent papers. They are 
five honest and intelligent men, who have fairly decided a 
case that came necessarily before them. They are wholly 
separated from the political bearings of the masonic ques- 
tion. Their opinion is made up from the testimony of 
Newport masons, and those among the well known citi- 
zens of that ancient and respectable town. Their decision 
goes against the system of Freemasonry with more force, 
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than any hitherto made. Judges Birdsell, Gardiner, and 
Marcy, in New York, have each separately presided on 
the trial of criminal actions, where masonic jurors have 
been with difficulty rejected from the panne! on account 
of their masonic oaths ; but at the time, these judges were 
of a party politically opposed to Autimasonry ; the trials 
were held in counties highly excited upon this subject, and 
the novelty of the challenge, together with the irritation 
arising from it, may have inclined the judges to favor the 
fraternity to the extent of their power. 

What is law in the states of New York and Rhode 
Island, is law so far as relates to the impartiality of a juror 
in every state in the nation, and in every nation of the world 
where the trial by jury is the security ef the people. The 
courts of law are Antimasonic ; they are one of the great 
pillars of every good government, they are one of the great 
pillars of Antimasonry. 


Repeat or THe CuHarTers OF THE Granv LopGEe AND 
Granp Cuarter or Vermont, 


The Antimasonic Convention of Vermont, at Montpe- 
lier, 23d June last, appointed a committee to memorialize 
the Legislature, and ask the repeal of the acts incorpo- 
rating the Grand Chapter and Grand Lodge of the state. 
The committee, Messrs. Wm. Slade and ED. Barber, 
presented the memorial to the Assembly on Saturday, 23d 
October. It was read and referred to a committee. On 
Monday following, the masons in the Assembly, without 
waiting for the Committee of the Assembly to report, of 
themselves introduced a bill granting the prayer of the 
memorial, which immediately passed to a third reading 
without opposition. We admire the conciliatory spirit of 
the Vermont masons, until we read the memorial, which 
shows cause why they should be in haste to resign their 
legal charters. The memorial pleads the lately revealed 
character of Freemasonry in support of its prayer. The 
Legislature could do no less than inquire through their 
committee, whether that character is just to the mystery. 
This would have brought the proof of the authenticity of 
Bernard’s Light on Masonry into view, and would have 
constrained the Legislature of Vermont to see the secret 
order in its undressed depravity. They could not fail then 
to grant the request of the memorialists. The masons had 
no way of escape. They therefore yielded to the charges 
made against their institution in the memorial, they agreed 
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that they are just ; they leaped forward and took the honor 
of granting the petition into their own hands ; they made 
a merit of saving all the time and trouble of an inquiry 
into the truth of the charges, by pleading guilty to them 
at once, and with their own counsel they designed, and 
with their own wisdom executed, and with their own hands 
brought in, the bill which seals the masonic fraternity in 
Vermont, unworthy of the countenance of the state govern- 
ment, and of the public laws. 


RELIGIOUS ANTIMASONRY. 


The Congregational Church in Danville, Vt. sum- 
moned three of its members to answer for the supporting 
of a profane and secret society ; and finding the brethren 
unwilling to renounce and forsake it, as one of the works 
of darkness, with which Christians are warned to have no 
fellowship, they called a Council of the Churches, (as their 
manner is in all cases of unusual difficulty,) for advice in 
the premises. 

The Council consisted of Churches remote from each 
other, and of pastors and delegates who are not masons, 
and who have taken no part in political Antimasonry. 
Their proceedings were given to the Church, who asked 
their advice, and who now have that advice under con- 
sideration. We copy from the North Star of November 
30th, as follows : 

ECCLESIASTICAL COUNCIL. 

At a meeting of the Congregational Church in Danville 
on Thursday last, it was voted, that the following result of 
the Ecclesiastical Council be published in the North Star, 
that each member of the church may have a copy for de- 
liberate examination, before it is adopted or rejected. 


Meeting adjourned to Wednesday the 8th December next, 
1 o’clock P. M. 

Pursuant to letters missive from the Church in Danville, 
an Ecclesiastical Council convened in said place, at the 
Meeting house, Nov. 17, 1830. Present, from the 

Church in Wentworth, N. H. Rev. James Hobart, Pae- 
tor; brother John Dana, — 
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Church in Norwich, Vt. Rev. Samuel Goddard, Pastor ; 
brother John Buel, delegate. 

Church in Chelsea, Rev. Calvin Noble, Pastor ; Deacon 
Henry Barnes, delegate. 

Church in Montpelier, Rev. Chester Wright, Pastor ; 
brother Jonathan C. Southmayd, delegate. 

Church in Hardwick, Rev. Amariah Chandler, Pastor ; 
brother Ephraim Noyes, delegate. 

Church in Barre, Rev. Justus W. French, Pastor. 

Church in Woodstock, Rev. John Richards, Pastor. 

Church in Waterbury, Rev. Daniel Warren, Pastor : 
brother Luther Graves, delegate. 

Church in Craftsbury, Rev. William A. Chapin, Pastor ; 
brother Reuben Cowles, delegate. 

Church in Newbury, Rev. Clark Perry, Pastor ; Deacon 
William Burroughs, delegate. 

Rev. A. Cuanpier was chosen Moderator, and Rev. 
Jonn Ricnarvs Scribe. 

The Council was opened with prayer by the Moderator. 

A committee from the church presented to the Council 
certain doings respecting a complaint against brothers 
Israel P. Dana, William Mattocks and Nathan Fuller, 
charging them with unchristian conduct in adhering to, 
and countenancing the Masonic Institution—the result of 
which was to refer the whole to council. 

The parties accused were present to make their defence; 
and contended at the threshold, that, as the church had 
formerly preferred the same charge against one of the ac- 
cused, ana afterward withdrawn it, they ought not to bring 
the same charge against him again, and if not against him, 
so neither against the other two. 

To this the Church replied ; it was not their understand- 
ing that in withdrawing the charge then, they were never 
to bring it up again. The defendants, therefore, waved 
their plea for the present, and agreed that the church 
might pursue their own course. 

he church then proceeded to substantiate the charges 
in the complaint. This they endeavored to do, by ex- 
hibiting at full length, from printed and written documents, 
both of masons and seceding masons, and from oral testi- 
mony, the nature and tendency of Freemasonry :—that it 
imposes unlawful oaths, contains ceremonies of immoral 
tendency, is an imposture, and has a deleterious practical 
influence on its members, as illustrated in the history of 
the abduction of Wm. Morgan, and the trials consequent 
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upon it :—that the Institution is essentially the same every 
where, and in all its degrees. Moreover, they called on 
the defendants to deny, if they could, that they had taken 
such oaths :—to which the accused declined replying, on 
the ground that sufficient deference had not been paid to 
their declarations when they did speak, and that they did 
not feel at liberty to declare affirmatively what masonry is. 
These testimonies the church considered sufficient evi- 
dence that the accused participated in masonry to such a 
degree as to constitute unchristian conduct, and to form a 
real grievance to their brethren. 

The accused in their defence acknowledged they were 
masons, but denied they had taken oaths inconsistent with 
their duty to God or their allegiance to their country ; 
complained of the injurious aspersions cast on them as 
participating in the crimes of unworthy masons ; declared 
themselves willing to attend no more lodges, or take any 
active part in masonry, so long as any brother in the 
church should consider it a grievance ; and reserve only 
the right of holding their own opinions on masonry. F'- 
nally, that to require of them publicly to absolve their 
obligations, was a breach of civil and christian right. 

ere the parties submitted the subject to the Council ;— 
the church requesting the Council to consider the whole 
subject of masonry, in its bearings on the church generally, 
as well as on the accused, . 

The Council would now state to their brethren of this 
church, that they have listened patiently and attentively 
to the arguments on both sides, and have given to the 
whole subject a prayerful consideration. While they deep- 
ly sympathize with the church in their trying situation, and 
commend the spirit of Christian courtesy and apparent 
wish for reconciliation on both sides, they would respect- 
fully submit the following resolutions, as the result of their 
deliberations : 


1, Resolved, In relation to the preliminary plea of the 
accused, viz. that they ought not to be tried on the ground 
of a former withdrawal of the same charge against one of 
them ; that it cannot be admitted, for the reason that there 
has not — to this Council sufficient evidence that 


the church understood their withdrawal to preclude their 
bringing up the charge again. 

2. Resolved, That in the opinion of the Council the’se- 
crets of masonry, as it existed previous to the publication 
of Morgan’s Illustrations, are substantially before the 
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world, although we do not undertake to say that the secrets 
have not been so divulged, as, when unexplained, to make 
upon the public mind, in regard to some things, very erro- 
neous impressions. 

3. Resolved, That there is evidence that the obligations 
of masonry have, by different masons, been differently un- 
derstood. 

4. Resolved, That although we are not disposed to be- 
stow on the Institution of Freemasonry those opprobrious 
epithets which some persons have done; yet we are con- 
strained to believe that it does contain obligations and 
ceremonies unwarranted by the laws of Christ, and inju- 
rious to the interests of the community ; and therefore, that 
faithful, affectionate, and persevering endeavors should be 
used, in the spirit of meekness and Christian love, to con- 
vince all members of our churches connected with that 
Institution, that it is their duty to separate themselves from 
it entirely and for ever. 

5. Resolved, notwithstanding, that, inasmuch as many 
such brethren, as well as other members of the fraternity, 
do declare that they feel themselves morally bound by the 
oaths they have taken in masonic lodges ; and this we feel 
compelled to admit from the fact, that seceding masons 
have fe]t themselves so bound, and we wish to yield a due 
respect to the rights of conscience on this subject ; there- 
fore, it is the duty of the churches to exercise long forbear- 
ance, and that in the existing state of excited feeling on 
the subject, it is not at present expedient for the churches 
to subject them to formal discipline. 

6. Resolved, That this Council view with deep concern, 
the exhibitions of alienated affection which have of late 
appeared in some of our churches: and they feel them- 
selves bound to bear a decided and solemn testimony 
against all harsh and reproachful language of both Masons 
and Antimasons ; all withholding of the common tokens 
of respect, affection, and brotherly kindness ; all withhold- 
ing of ministerial exchanges between the pastors of sister 
churches ; all withdrawing from the Lord’s table, or from 
religious meetings on account of their being conducted by 
a Mason or Antimason, who is in regular standing in the 
church ; and every other expression of disfellowship with 
such, as violations of covenant engagements, hostile to the 
law of Christ, subversive of the order of the gospel, and di- 
rectly tending to the destruction of the churches. 

7. Resolved, That while we sympathize with the church 
in Danville in their trials on the subject of masonry, and 
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appreciate the pious motives of those who have labored 
with their brethren who are masons, we also appreciate 
the disposition of those brethren to make such concessions 
for the sake of peace and unity, as they declare they can 
conscientiously make in relation to the subject ; and inas- 
much as they also declare their utter abhorrence of the 
abduction of Morgan, as not only a violation of the laws 
of God and man, but wholly unauthorized by the Masonic 
Institution, and a violation of its obligations, as they un- 
derstand them ; we feel it to be our duty to recommend to 
the church to retain them in fellowship ; while we recom- 
mend to them, as further means of reconciliation, that 
they subscribe the following Declaration, recently pub- 
lished and recommended by the Synod of Genesee, viz: 

“I cheerfully make known for the satisfaction of my 
Christian brethren, that I have discontinued all connexion 
with the Institution of Freemasonry, and intend to remain 
so disconnected during my life; and that I recognize no 
obligations devolving on me in consequence of masonic 
oaths, as binding me to do or countenance any thing which 
is not in accordance with the morality of the gospel and 
the laws of the land, as commonly understood among my 
Christian brethren.” 

§such, brethren, is the result of our deliberations on the 
subject referred to us. Earnestly hoping it may be the 
means of restoring harmony, we commend you to God 
and the word of his grace; entreating you to abound in 
works of kindness one to another, and to continue in the 
steadfastness of the gospel. 

[Signed) A. CHANDLER, Moderator. 

Joun Ricnarps, Scribe. 


The temper of these proceedings is of an excellent sort, 
and in respect to the brethren Freemasons, there is enough 
of it; without disparagement, however, the institution of 
Freemasonry might have been treated with more severity. 
The institution is a detected hypocrite, a profane way to 
life eternal ; it is fair to say so, and to urge the fact in 
proof of the duty of Christians, not merely to withdraw 
from the imposture, but honestly to expose it. Bear with 
masons,—bear with them long, but while we forbear, they 
should be made to know the weight of the burden, lest by 
diminishing a part, we consent to the sin. 

The Synod of Genesee and this Council labor on the 
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subject of the masonic obligations. They call them oaths, 
and respect them, as in this 5th resolution ; but in the 
formula the same oaths become a rope of sand. No ad- 
hering mason is at liberty to say, either for the sake of 
pleasing his Christian brethren or himself, ** I have dis- 
continued all connexion with the institution of Freema- 
sonry, and intend to remain so disconnected during my 
life.” He is bound by his obligations in many ways to 
the institution, and he cannot intend both to keep and to 
break his covenant with the lodges. He must respect it 
as a mason, or despise it as a seceder. [t is in vain to 
attempt both. The formula seems to allow masons to 
keep covenant with Freemasonry, as a matter of con- 
scientious right, and to require them to be disconnected 
with it, as a matter of religious duty. 

The formula is really the abrogation of masonic alle- 
giance, the solemn disavowal of lodge covenant, the for- 
mal renunciation of fealty to the dominion of Freemasonry. 
If it is not intended to be so, it ought to be amended; and, 
if so intended, perhaps it were better made plainer. 

Whether the church in Danville will accept the advice 
of the Council, or the masonic brethren consent to sign 
this formula, time will show. 


[ From the Religious Monitor. } 
ASSOCIATE REFORMED SYNOD OF NEW YORK. 


This Synod met at Newburgh, on the 3d of September 
Jast, and the Rev. Robert H. Wallis of Little Britain, 
Orange county, was chosen Moderator. Considerable 
business was transacted. 

On the subject of Freemasonry the following resolutions 
were unanimously adopted : 

“ Resolved, That this Synod will, and hereby do, express 
their decided disapprobation of the principles and usages 
of Freemasonry, as far as known to them, and warn their 
people, solemnly and affectionately, against all connexion 
with the institution. 

“ Resolved, That it be and hereby is enjoined upon 
Church Sessions, under the inspection of this Synod, to 
adopt the most prudent and effective measures to remove 
the contamination from our churches.” 
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These decisive expressions of opinion from large bodies 
of learned, prudent, and dispassionate men, cannot fail to 
enlighten the inquirer, and to confirm the Antimason. 
That they do not spring from the heat of present excite- 
ment, and from the party spirit of rash politicians, may be 
read in the following extract from the Freemason’s Pocket 
Companion, printed at Air, Scotland, A, D, 1792. 


ASSOCIATE SYNOD OF SCOTLAND. 


Act of the Associate Synod concerning the Mason Oath. 
First Published in the Scotts Magazine, for August 1757. 


Edinburgh, August 25, 1757. 

Wauereas, an oath is one of the most solemn acts of religious 
worship, which ought to be taken only upon important and 
necessary occasions ; and to be sworn in truth, in judgment, and 
in righteousness, without any mixture of sinful, profane, or su- 
perstitious devices. 

And whereas the Synod had laid before them in their meeting 
at Stirling, on the 7th of March, 1745, an overture concerning 
the mason oath, bearing, that there were very strong presump- 
tions, that among masons an oath of secrecy is administered 
to entrants into their society, even under a capital penalty, and 
before any of those things which they swear to keep secret be 
revealed to them ; and tha! they pretend to take some of these 
secrets from the Bible ; beside other things which are ground of 
scruple, in the manner of swearing the said oath; and therefore 
overturing, that the synod would consider the whole affair, and 
give directions with respect to the admission of persons engaged 
in that oath to sealing ordinances. 

And whereas the synod, in their meeting at Stirling, on the 
26th of September, 1745, remitted the overture concerning the 
mason oath, to the several sessions subordinate to them, for their 
proceeding therein, as far as they should find practicable, ac- 
cording to our received and known principles, and the plain 
rules of the Lord’s word, and sound reason. 

And whereas the synod, in their meeting at Edinburgh, on the 
6th of March, 1755, when a particular cause about the mason 
oath was before them—did appoint all the sessions under their 
inspection to require all persons in their respective congrega- 
tions, who are presumed or suspected to have been engaged in 
that oath to make a plain acknowledgment, whether or not they 
have ever been so; and to rogers that such as they may find to 
have been engaged therein, should give ingenuous answers to 
what further inquiry the sessions may see cause to make, con- 
cerning the tenor and administration of the said oath to them ; 
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and that the sessions should proceed to the purging of what 
scandal! they may thus find those persons convicted of, according 
to the directions of the above-mentioned act of synod in Sep- 
tember. 1745. 

And whereas the generality of the sessions have, since the 
afore-mentioned periods, dealt with several persons under their 
inspection about the mason oath ; in the course of which proce- 
dure, by the confessions made to them, they have found others, 
beside those of the mason craft, to be involved in that oath ; 
and the synod finding it proper and necessary to give more par- 
ticular directions to the several sessions for having the heinous 
profanation of the Lord’s name by that oath purged out of all 
the congregations under their inspection : 

Therefore the synod did, and hereby do appoint that the several 
sessions subordinate to them, in dealing with persons about the 
mason oath, shall particularly interrogate them—If they have 
taken that oath, and when and where they did so? If they have 
taken the said oath, or declared their approbation of it, oftener 
than once, upon being admitted to a higher degree in a mason 
lodge : If that oath was not administered to them, without letting 
them know the terms of it, till in the act of administering the 
same tothem? If it was not an oath binding them to keep a 
number of secrets, none of which they were allowed to know be- 
fore swearing the oath? If, beside a solemn invocation of the 
Lord’s name in that oath, it did not eontain a capital penalty 
about having their tongues and hearts taken out in case 0 
breaking the same? If the said oath was not administered to 
them with several superfluous ceremonies ; such as, the stripping 
them of, or requiring them to deliver up, any thing of metal 
which they had upon them—and making them kneel upon their 
right knee bare, holding up their right arm bare. with their el- 
bow upon the Bible, or with the Bible laid before them—or 
having the Bible, as also the square and compasses, in some 
particular way applied to their bodies ? and if, among the secrets 
which they were bound by that oath to keep there was not a 
passage of scripture read to them, particularly 1 Kings vii. 21, 
with or without some explication put upon the same for being 
concealed ? 

Moreover, the synod appoint, that the several sessions shall 
call before them all persons in their congregation who are of the 
mason craft, and others whom they have a particular suspicion 
ef, as being involved in the mason oath, except such as have 
been already dea!t with, and have given satisfaction upon that 
head ; and that, upon their answering the first of the foregoing 
questions in the afirmative, the sessions shall proceed to , the 
other interrogatories before appointed : As also, that per- 
sons of the mason craft, applying for sealing ordinances, and 
likewise others concerning whom there may be any presumption 
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of their having been involved in the mason oath, shall be examin- 
ed by the ministers if they have been so: and upon their ac- 
knowledging the same, or declining to answer whether or not— 
the ministers shall refer them to be dealt with by the sessions 
before admitting them to these ordinances. And that all such 
persons themselves to the sessions for joining in cove- 
nanting work, be then examined by the sessions as to their 
concern in the aforesaid oath. 

And the syned further a that when persons are found to 

i ~~ mason oa am bt et confessions in 
giving plain particular answers to oregoing questions, 
and professing their sorrow for the same ; the said scandal shall 
be purged by a sessional rebuke and admonition—with a strict 

abstain from all concern afterward in administerin 

the said oath to any, or enticing any into that snare, and from all 
practices of amusing people about the pretended mysteries of 
their signs and secrets. But that persons who shall refuse or 
shift to give plain and particular answers to the foregoing 
questions, shall be reputed under scandal, incapable of admission 
we g ordinances, till they answer and give satisfaction as 


re 

And the synod refer to the several sessions to proceed unto 
higher censure as they shall see cause, in the case of persons 
whom they may find involved in the said oath with special ag- 


gravation, es taking or — into the same, in opposition to 
warni 


against doing so 
And the synod appoint, that each of the sessions under their 
inspection shall have an extract of this act, to be inserted in 
their books, for executing the same accordingly.” 


From its high source, ancient date, and just views, the 


above must be at this time regarded as a valuable docn- 
ment. 


‘Tne Evection iy New York. 


The opposition to Freemasonry is not necessarily hos- 
tile to any man or party, except only the supporters of 
Freemasonry. Neither is it allied to any man or party. 

If some find it for the benefit of their peculiar interests to 
go part way with Antimasons, it is netural to expect their 
company, understanding that we part where the road 
forks. ‘Thus it was expected that Mr. Clay’s friends, 

willing to break the arm of the administration in this state. 
48 
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and abie only to do it by the force of Antimasonry, would 
have given their support to Francis Granger. Some did 
so: but others among the leading and most influential of 
Mr. Clay’s friends, were put by name, for weeks, before 
the public, in deadly array against Mr. Granger; and great 
numbers of them joined in a resolution to vote for Mr. 
Throop, the Administration candidate !—“ Whose nemes 
were put before the public, friends of Mr. Clay, and lead- 
ers against Mr. Granger ?”"—Van Rensselaer, Past Grand 
Master, and Van Vechten, a reported mason.—* Who 
joined in the resolution to support their political enemy, 
Mr. Throop ?"—The Clay masons by companies, and in 
lodges.* In the counties of Orange, Columbia, Rensselaer, 
Albany, and Montgomery, strong Clay soil, Freemasonry 
wrought a complete change in the prevailing character of 
the votes, and gave majorities for the Administration! . 

This is not surprising. We have long known and pro- 
claimed that the sturdy adherents of Freemasonry often 
have neither party in politics, nor friends in a neighbor- 
hood, nor faith in religion superior to their attachment to 
the lodges. They have sacrificed Mr. Granger and the 
American system to Mr. Throop and the Regency. They 
did it understandingly ; they did it because Freemasonry ~ 
is in their judgment, both country and friends. They re- 
joice in their Order; they glory in their mystic tie; they 
triumph in their shame! ‘They are pleased; they encou- 
rago each other: “ We are the people; we elected the 
governor of New York; Freemasonry is true ; Freema- 
sonry is divine !” 

The Antimasons nominated fit candidates ; and as dis- 
tinguished from Jackson mep, they were both of the Clay 
party; but the Clay masons would sooner sacrifice Mr. 
Clay himself, than sacrifice their Freemasonry ; so they 
voted the Jackson ticket, with him of “ blessed spirit” 
memory, at the head of it. - They thought to defeat Anti- 
masonry,—utterly to break its heart. Instead of which 
they have put into its hands irresistible evidence of the 


* See fite New York Contmertitl Advertiter, Noy, 30, 1830, 
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justice of its spirit. They have furnished arguments, if we 
had had rone before, to contend with the lodges while life 
laste. 

How little have the victors to boast! Yet they ring, and 
fire, and feast, and proclaim a jubilee over Antimasonry ! 

, that was not known to American ears until 
1826! that was not exhibited to public view until 1827! 
that has gained about 90,000 votes in the state of New 
York in two years! In 1827 18,000 men stood forth in its 
name; in 1828, 33,000; in 1829, 70,000; and in the late 
election, 120,361! Two years ago the majority against 
Antimasonry in the state of New York was 208,000 ; last 
year, it was 50,000 ; this year it is 8,481 ! What a Victory ! 
It occasions joy for its being unexpected, as it was unde- 
served. The youngest child is often a pet, because it is 
out of time. 

So strong is the arm of Antimasonry, that it sent toward 
the East 1400 majority from the West side of the Hudson 
river. That narrow portion of the state East of the Hud- 
son, and South of the city of New York, alone remains to 
be subdued, It is a hard soil; nevertheless, the yeomanry 
of the West will accomplish it. 

No words can express the superiority of the Antimason 
candidates better than the fact that Mr. Granger’s county, 
Ontario, gave him 4087 votes, and Mr. Throop 1830: 
while Mr. Throop’s county, Cayuga, gave him 3637, and 
Mr. Granger 3647. 

Nor can eloquence express the strength of Antimasonry 
more forcibly, than the following fact. Seven counties, 
Genesee, Livingston, Ontario, Monroe, Orleans, Niagara, 
and Erie, were the theatre of the Morgan outrages; in 
them political Antimasonry had birth ; in them it is at 
home,—always republican counties ; and in them the vote 
stands, 11,105 Mason, 23,791 Antimason, that is more than 
two to one. A cause so triumphant where it is well known, 
cannot fail to recommend itself to the respect of strangers. 

That the reader may clearly see the growth of Antima- 
sonry, we subjoin the following table. leaving out tlre Fst 
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and 2d Senate districts last year, because they had no 
Senatorial candidates for Antimasonry last year. 


1829. 1830. 
“Antimason. osition. A timason. i ion, 
No. 5.001. 16,993 IL673, | tray 
No. 5,662 21311 11,193 16.986 
No.5. 11061 17021 14.498 18.765 
No. 6, 8980 14390 16,639 14,317 


No. 10,703 12,034 17,052 15,218 
No. 21,360 13,446 26,885 13,433 


62,763 97,125 97,940 96,366 
No. 1, 10,957 15,108 
No. 2, 11,464 17,368 


Total 120,361 128,842 

Many consider the vote for Mr. Granger too high for 
the estimate of the Antimasonic strength. At first it 
seems so, some having voted for him, who have little 
respect for Antimasonry. Further reflection, however, must 
satisfy all that the number of Antimasons, who voted for 
Mr. Throop, (having every feeling in common with us ex- 
cept only a preferencefor the Administration,) is greater by 
thousands, than the number of Clay men who supported 
Mr. Granger merely on the ground of opposition to the 
Administration. This is an important view of the subject. 
Many supporters of Mr. Throop are Antimasons, only they 
refuse yet to relinquish their old party engagements. In 
this light it is clear that Mr. Granger’s vote is actually 
below the true relative Antimasonic strength in New York, 
and the next election will prove it so. More by far voted 
for Mr. Throop on old party grounds, than voted for Mr. 
Granger on old party grounds; Antimasonry lost more 
than it gained by former party attachments ; and 120,000, 
Mr. Granger’s vote, is not too high, but it is a moderate 
and safe estimate of the Antimasonic strength in the state 
of New York. 
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‘* THE INFECTED DISTRICT.” 

This interesting region embraces the fourteen western 
counties of New York; it polled this Autumn 58,000 votes 
for governor ; it gave 16,312 majority for Mr. Granger over 
Mr. Throop. To show the energy of the people upon the 
subject of Freemasonry compared with that upon the elec- 
tion of President two years ago, we remark that 58,000 
votes is more than were given by any state, except New 
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Kentucky, on that occa- 
sion; and 16,312 is a greater majority than was then ob- 
tained by either party in 17 out of the 24 states. 


EE 
ELDER GEORGE WITHERELL. 

On the night of the 27th of September last this respect- 
able preacher of the Baptist persuasion, residing in Hart- 
ford, Washington county, N. Y. was providentially detained 
from home. About midnight two men, disguised, entered 
his bedroom with threats of executing upon him the pe- 
nalty of his violated obligations, as a seceding Knight 
Templar. His son, a lad of 17, and his wife, being alone 
in the house, the ruffians fled so soon as they found by due 
search, that the Elder was absent. The neighbors were 
aroused, but not a trace of the guilty has yet been dis- 
covered. 

No crime is too great for the spirit of Freemasonry ; and 
yet we must be slow to believe that men could be so reck- 
less as to attempt the cold blooded assassination of a Chris- 
tian minister slumbering quietly under his own roof, with 
the partner of his bosom by his side. It is a mysterious af- 
fair not doubtful in the facts, or obscure in the motives, 
only for the enormity of the contemplated deed. 

But whatever may have been the character of this attack 
upon the quiet of a peaceable family, no doubt a most vil- 
lanous attempt has since been made to destroy the charac- 
ter of Elder Witherell, and that too by Freemasons. 

A report of the trial before the justice of the peace, who 
took the affidavits of Mrs. Witherell, her son, and the neigh- 
bors, was put in circulation by handbills from Auburn to 
Buffalo, during the three days of the election, in which re 
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port all the forms of the law are observed, names, dates, 
questions, and answers are carefully stated, and the signa- 
ture of the justice is officially subscribed, to show that El- 
der Witherell had, by his own confession on the trial, con- 
trived this scheme of assassination in compauy with John 
Crary and other influential Antimasons on purpose to serve 
their cause during the election,—which report is a forgery 
from the first word to the last. It has been republished 
extensively by masonic papers, and by others which flatter 
their readers that they are neutral. ‘ 

A fraternity capable of inventing so great a falsehood, 
simultaneously spreading it over a district ef 150 miles in 
extent, and endeavoring by it to blast the character of an 
unoffending citizen, may be thought fully capable of the 
first violence in all its contemplated horrors. 


Seema 
TO OUR PATRONS, 


To the Patrons of the Antimasonic Review, the Editor 
makes his grateful acknowledgments. Two years we 
have together assailed the strong hold of Freemasonry 
once a month, coming upon it with the zeal of patriotism, 
and the force of truth. The work of investigation is 
chiefly finished ; the Review of Freemasonry and its au- 
thors becomes of minor importance ; the demand for es- 
says upon the character of Freemasonry is now supplied 
from a hundred pure’and eloquent sources. We have 
seen the fruit of our labors. ‘This Number concludes the 
present form of Antimasonic Review. 

Yet the Editor feels that it is no time for him to lay 


down his arms, He cannot give back, while Freemasonry 


makes battle. 

The prospectus of the new work is herewith submitted : 
not the most to his mind, but the best within his means, 
His friends are respectfully solicited to lend it their aid. 

This work has been principal indebted for its support 
to Antimasons of the “ Infected District.” Without their 
aid it could neither have appeared, nor have sustained 
itself. Without the hope of their continued support the 
a for the new enterprise would not have had 


irth. The Antimasons of the West have never disap- 
pointed the just expectations of their friends. Be fhe 
glory, to whom all glory is due. 














CONTENTS 


or THE 
ANTIMASONIC REVINW, 
VOLUME Il. 
Page 
Tak Isrropectios, r 1 
Objections to the London origin of Freemasonry considered, o* PBZ 
Mr. Locke’s spurious Rate ° : 15 
Elias Ashmole, ° ° ° ° ° 25 
ri chests Convention, ‘ the National Conventi on 
irst t tes to a onven on 
— of Harmar Dense ts Congress, from the Pittsburgh dis- be 
gassende Pruthadty0btin: "Prayers, Bible, and Sacraments, . ~ 33 
Zoe peniaty, ES ne ere eee 4 
Hi in . . - 
istory —— Scotland, “ 
Pocket Companion and History of Freemasonry, ° .- * 0 
a Convention of ey ; ° _ a 
» Spencer’s Report to Executive ° A peitebtie 
Book of Constitutions, by Anderson, ‘ 99 
‘Phe form of masonic government requires a national effort of the 
Antimasons to destroy it, e ° : 109 
Conventions of New York and Pennsylvania, 25th Pebruary, 1850, 113 
Royal Arch Sermon, by the Rev. Jos. Prentiss, 115 
ppd ne Sy depend “ ° 119 
secret order of Mopses, . 121 
The Rev. Jos. 8. Christmas’ renunciation, ° : ‘ 
The nature of masonic i obligations, ; e 130 
The masonic charity fund, 137 
The duty of #; masons to defend — order, ° 144 
Antimasonry “ gos cow 148 
—— and Poinsett installed, . y 149 
i and the Tomb of —re 157 
—= of re Ireland, ° ‘ 160 
) pm ts Templars, . ° . ‘ 161 
Rev. Benjamin nM Hill's » 24th June, 1826, - 168 
The Western Monthly, and American Quarterly Reviews, . WM 
Earliest masonic procession, Anderson, . . ° » 198 
Resignation of John C. ° - 180 
“ Do not build wore thing than you pall down,” . - 188 
Second ema, ly Vermont masons, ° ‘ » 189 
> Address, é : 191 
The true Masonic Charts of Jeremiah Cross, . 193 
Brown’s Narrative of the Antimasonic tement, . . 201 
Feenae Anan Raven teeipea airs: Lmioes one . 216 
Young Men’s Convention, W count : ° 221 
“ Dignified silence’’ of the Grand of New 3 York, ° 223 
Orsamus Turner fined and imprisoned or reasg to = on the 
trial of the kidnappers, . 7 224 
Prichard’s “* Masonry Dissected” entire, , ‘ ° : 225 


Ekter John G. Stearns on Masonry, : : , a 241 








CONTENTS. 


Annual re of the proceedings of the Lodge of wand Y 
Installation of ~ “ Most Worshipful” Ba hee -_ 


The pial msote ptr of Merie, , 
Origin of the York party, ‘ 
They Revolutionize Mexico, ° ° ° 
Masonic Ballads, or Songs of the Ahiman Rezon, 
Address “ae convention of * Jacks” to the woul of Plymonth 
county, Ms. 
of Freemasonry in France, 
Invention of the Sublime va 
of the Masonic C. 
First mention of a Priest 
Lacorne and Pirlet the tendeps of masonic sovereiguty, 
Stephen Morin’s commission for America, 
Grand Orient of France begins, . 
of Freemasonry in France after the revolution of 1798, 
Joseph Bonaparte Grand Master, 
Meeting of the U. States Antimasonic Convention, Sept. i, 1890, 
% Masonic Penalties,” by William Slade, . 
The Church and the Lodge, ° 
Resolutions of the Synod of Genesee, 
Era of Freemasonry. Dr. Plot, . ‘ ° . 
History of Freemasonry in the United States, _ “ e 
Grend of Virginia, 
History of reemasonry in the United States, from 1797 to 1890, 
Rejection of a masonic juror, Ramee E> 
Repel ofthe legal charters o Lodge and Grand Chap- 
ter of Vermont, 
Proceedings of an Ecclesiastical Council at Danville, Vt. 
Resolutions of the Associate Reformed Synod of New York, 
Proceedings of the Aenclete Syne SSS ee ay 
The Election in New York, 
The Infected District, : 
Elder George Witherell, 
Our Patrons, . : 


38888 + meceauesenerenspnar 





VOL. Il.—ERRATA. 


Page 7, line 4 from the bottom, for “ laid” read iay. 

+» 32, top line, for “ alarmed” read warned. 
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+» 300, line 10, after * x» 

«» 301, line 6 from the bottom, for “ t” read Court. 
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“ 351, in the history of New York, the office of Grand Master 
was conferred upon Richard Riggs A. D. 1736; on Goelet, 1751; 
on George Harrison, 1753, and on Sir John Johnson, 1773. Nevertheless, 
the Ahiman Rezon of New York, 1805, declares that the Grand Lodge o 


New York received its warrant from England, 5th Sept. 1781. 





